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Rgmarks 

to Ptf.ta.lar, «. applicant .eject*, the an^e*, made to „„ speoiiiMtioi , ^ 
wens considered as added subject manor. 

Tie applicant respectfUU,, ob»rves « to ^j^^ ^ ^ 

considered as an amendment of a clerical error. 

tafias exp^to^a^H^ last .etter,^^^^^^^^ 
branch a certain fc^ ahonid be used «our tin* the band-i^uenc^onth. 
other branch a different ficuuency (TOc-ttaes the tand-frajMcy) is used. 

^^^^foheren* in quadrant ^ 

^^M^*****^**,^^,,^.* offtcspecincauon 

"^^ttaisthepassagetain^,^^^ 

dencal enw occurred (i... passage on page 3, lines M!)^^^ ^ se!eakm 

converted I 



THus, it should be appreciated that the selection means arc sa id to emit a signal *dth a 
^quencythatis*^ 

tunes (on only one branch) as erroneously recited in the preceding passage of the 

specification. 



Ako tbe ^ embodiment Qf ^ dimM ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

should confirm what the applicant i* trying to demonstrate. 

* fact, in the second embodiment of the invention, the select means g ^ di3erent &Qm 
* esel ~*>"«of^ 
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and and oscillator, and a second couple of adders. 

Tne oscillator is said to generate a square wave signal with a frequency that is twice the 
frequency of the signal to be converted. 

The square wave signal generated by the oscillator is then added in normal form and in 
inverted form in the adders 18 and 19. 

Tnus, also in the second embodiment it is clarified that the frequency is twice the 
frequency of the signal to b converted. 

m view of the above, then applicant is confident that the Examiner will reconsider the 
added subject-matter rejection and that such a rejection could be withdrawn. 

The Examiner also objected to the fact that although the DC offset 13 is implemented so as 
to avoxd removing the DC-components at the threshold circuits I2 and 13, those circuits 

are still present in figure 3. 

To this regard it is observed that the threshold circuits 12 and 1 3 are not intended to 
remove the DC component but only part of the signal, as recited on page 5, hues 1-6 of the 
specification as originally filed. 

In feet, on page 6, first paragraph it is recited mat the threshold circuits 12 and 13 remove 

part of the signal, as in the previous embodiment of figure 2, but the signals that are input 

to the threshold circuits 12 and 13 are first passed through the DC ofiset 23. 

Thus, in the specification it is cleariy recognized that the threshold circuits have to be 

present also in the second embodiment of the invention, despite of the presence of the DC 

offset. 

It is thus believed that no incongruence is present in figure 3. 

As fat as the other Examiner's obj ections, the applicant will try to add further drawings that 
should better explain what the Examiner actually believes to be not dear. 

As suggested by the Examiner, the applicant, in the very first days of the new year, will 
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contact the Examiner by mail so as to arrange a phone conversation to clarify all the items. 



Respectfully submitted, 



Daniel O'Byrne (Reg. No. 3ffi25) 



Daniel i 

Agent for the Applicant 



PAGE W RCVD AT 12/27/2006 8:38:02 AM [Eastern Standard Time] ' SVR:USPTMFXRF-3/10* DNIS:2738300 ' CSID: 1 DURATION (mm-ss):02-16 



